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My Reverend Friend, 


Received Yours, wherein you tell me, That ſome 

Emiſſaries have of late earneſtly ſolicited ſome of 
your- Pariſh, (and ſo belonging to your Cure and 
Charge ) to deſert the Church of England, and turn 
( as they would be calld ) Roman Catholicks. 

The Motives (amongſt ſome others) they princi- 
pally inſiſt upon, ( youſay) are theſe Two: Fof, 
That if they return to their Mother Church of Rome, 
they will have ( what they ſay, Proteſtants neither 
have, nor pretend to) 4 ſure and Infallible Guide to ſe- 
cure them from all Error and Hereſies; which will 
be a great Bleſſing and comfort to them. 

Secondly, They will free themſelves from the great 
and mortal ſin of Schiſm: For the Proteltants 
( they ſay ) neither have, nor can have any juſt reaſon 
todeſert the Catholick Church of Rozze ; and fo their 
Separation from it, is evidently Schiſmatical. 

You deſire me, to give You ſome direftions, how 
to Reply to theſe Pretences, and fortifie your People 
againſt them, who are not skilled in ſuch Contro- 
verſies. You ſhould rather have apply'd your ſelf 
to your Dioceſan ; for his Abilities, and immediate 
concern to aſſiſt you, being more than mine, I doubt 
not, but he would willingly have affiſted you. 

But ſeeing you ſay, you are not particularly known 
to him, and therefore not willing (by any fach Ad- 
dreſs) to trouble him ; and ſeeing we are bound to 


give a * reaſon of the hope and faith which is in us, * 1Pe. ;, 


for 


*-Gal. 6. 1. 
3 Pet. 3. 15. 


| That the 
Church of 


for the Confirmation of ſome, and Conviction of 
others; I ſhall (in obedience ro your Command ) 
crave leave toſaya few things, and leave the manage- 
ment of them to your Prudence, according to the 
ſeveral Circumſtances of Perfons, Times, and Places 
wherein You may have ogcalion to make uſe of any of 
them. And dere, 5 

1. In the general, I ſhou'd adviſe; That when you 
have occaſion to diſcourle of any of theſe Points, with 
the Romiſh Prieſts and Emiſſaries, who endeavour 
to ſedace any of your Pariſhioners ; you remember 
and obſerve that good Rule in the * Goſpel--If any 
man be overtaken iz « fault, You who ave ſpiritual re- 
fre bim (ox nvevuas mpacral©- ) in the ſpirit of meck- 
(5. All railing, all bitter and provoking language 
ſhould be avoided ; and then by your good Reafans, 
2nd a Chriſtian and Meek urging of them, you may 
poſſibly bring your Adverſary to ſee the Errors of his 
own Church, which he eadeavours to propagate in 
Ours. 

2. For the Infallibility of zhezr | Church ( of which 
they continually, and ( without any thing like a good . 


Rome was i- reaſon ) {0 vainly boaſt of.) I conkider, 


1. That ifit did (which neither does, nor ever can) 
really appear, that they had an Infallible Guide, we 
of the Church of England are not ſo irrational as not 
to follow an Infallible Guide ; nor fo ſimple, to take 
an ignis fatuus, for a real and true fire,and believe they 
have ſuch a Guide, becauſe ( againſtevident reaſon) 
they confidently ſay ſo. 


2, They 


UMI 


(3] 

2. They are not yet agreed amongſt themſelves, 
who is their Infallible Guide: And can they think 
it poſſible for them to perſwade us, that they have an 
Infallible Guide, when they themſelves know nor 
whoitis? For, 

1. Many of them place this Infallibility in the Pope, 
{o Gratian ( and the Canoniſts who follow him) who 
tells us: That (a) «the Pope's Santtions are to be taken (4) Sic omnes 
as if they had been confirmed by the divine month of S. Pe- "—_— _ 
ter. And the (6) Gloſs, and (c) Marginal note, in an- wipients 
other place, tells us, That to diſpute or donbt of the good: ſunt, tanquam 
neſs yo 'y of the Pope's attions 1s « mortal fin, and [acri- = _— 
lege. So wehave it in the beff (4) Eaition of their Ca- matz. (es. Sic 
non-Law with the Gloſſes. So Pope Leo ro. in his 99 * 2 
Bull againſt Luther, tells us, That neither the Roman (6) Gloſu.Cui 
(e) Church, nor any of the (f) Popes ever err'd in i": iſt. 40 
any of their Conſtitutions. And to this purpoſe, CeMibepag.2n8; 
the Jeſuits make the Popes as Perey”s Succelfors In- #4. Fer. 16124, 
fallible ; »ot only in matters of Faith, but of Fai# too: as = — 
appears by their famous (g) Theſes publickly de- editum, & ad 
fendedin Fraxce. exetwplar No 


mManum 
genter recognitum. (e) Yid. Conc. per. P.t. Crab Tom.3. p. 717.colt. (f) Bb.p. 718. col. 


(g) See the Feſuits primted Theſes defended in their (viledge of Cletmonr, Decemt. 12. 4662. 


bs 19, 20, 


2. Many place the Infallibility in the Pope and (5) 9rwwo pe 


Church, or General Council concurring: So the —_ 
Clergy (h) of France. Mar.23, 1605 


3. Others in a General Conncil without the Pope :4* 4: 
So the Council of Piſs and Conftaxce, and Beſil, in 
which ſeveral Popes are condemn'd as Hereticks, 
Schiſmaticks, &c. and the ſupream Power to be in (;, 74, Coucia. 
the (2) Council, and that Infallible. Baſil. apud Per, 
Now is it not unreaſonable for them to boaſt of an (707m 34 
Infallible Judge of Controverſies, and think to per- 148... 1. 
us A 2 {wade 


Gee te CE, * ens oo 


[4] 
ſwade us to believe it ; when they themſelves know 
not who that Judge is. If Sempronius were very ſick; 
and Caius coming to him, and pitying his condition, 
ſhould tell him, that there was an excellent Phyſician 
ia that City, but knew not whohe was, nor where 
to.find him : Sempronius. would have little comfort 
or benefit from ſuch a. ſtory. No more can we from 
them, who.tell us (with great confidence, but with- 
out any juſt proof or probability ) that they have-an 
Infallible Guide in their Church, but can neither tell 
us who it is, or where to find him.. 

But to manifeſt the exceeding vanity of their pre- 
tence to an Infallible Guide; there are certain, and 
( to all Impartial Judges ) evident reaſons to demon- 
ſtrate, That neither the Pope, nor Council, nar 
both together are Infallible, 


1.ThePope +. For the Pope, they ſay, that he: is Infaltible as 
not Infal= ÞS, Peter's Succeſſor, and (as Peter was) Vicar of 
ible. Chriſt. But this is zratis dictum, without any juſt 
Fid. Nic: re proofor probability. For, 


16. & Fo. Law 1. Admit S. Peter was 25 years (as they ſay) Bi- 


— Epiſt ſhop of Rome ; ( which is evidently uatrue) yet 
ods fs that he left Infallibility to his Succeſſor there, is 
libi paſim, an Afﬀertion which has no ground 1n Scripture, 


or Antiquity ; the Popes themſelves not fo 
much as pretending to Infallibility, for a thou- 
{and years after our Bleſſed Saviour. 

2. S.Paul was an Apoftle, and-as Infallible as Peter, 
and planted many Churches in 4ſfis, Macedonia, 
and Achaia,&c, and left his Succeſſors there : But 
it is confeſs'd, that-S. Pas! did not leave. his In- 
fallibility to any of his Succeſſors, ( not to Timo- 

R thy at Epheſas, nor Titus in Crete) and therefore, 
that 


(S] 
that Petey ſhould (which S.Pa»/did not) leave his 
Infallibility to hisSucceſſor,is a Poſition for whietr 
they neither bring, nor can bring any juſt proof. 

2.. They ſay, that Peter was ( before he came to 
Rome) Biſhop of Antioch 7 years; and 'tis certain 
and confeſs'd,that his Succeſſors at Antioch, (tho? 

| that was his firſt Biſhoprick) had no ſuch Infalli- 

bility left them by Perer ; and therefore I deſire 

to know, how his Succeſſors at Rozne ( his ſecond 

Biſhoprick) come to have the privilege of Infal- 

libility, which his Succeſſors at Aztoch (his firſt. 

ND) had __ =_ —_— it is, that In- 

fallibility is a perſonal: privilege, dependi 

ſolely and wholely on: the fon yn. and gife of 

God; nor hadever any Prophet or Apoſtle power 4] 

to transfer it to their Succeſſors,or any body elle ; 

and therefore unleſs they can make it appear F 
| from Scripture, or ſome Divine Revelation 

| ( which is impoſſible) that God has granted and 

ven Infallibility to the Pope, as Perer's Suc- 
ceſfor and Chriſt's Vicar, their. pretence.to it, . 
will be ( what indeed itis) very irrational. 

4, And this Poſition (that the Pope is not Infallible) 
does farther appear (to ſay nothing of particular 
Writers) by the clear and undeniable Teſtimo- 
nies of National and General Councils. 

' 1, The Churchof Fraxce in a * /ate and National *In the Decla- 

| Aſſembly of her Clergy, expreſly denyes the Popes 5297 of he 


—_—_— French Cl 
Infallibility, as much as we Proteſtants,whom they Mar. 23.1663 | 
are pleaſed commonly tomiſcal Hereticks, . © Þeforecited: 


2. Their General Council of . Baſil: tells us; That 
| ſeveral Popes have fall'n into Errors and Hereſies. | woeuuli ſum- 
mi Pomtifices in 
Hareſes © Errores lapſi Tegumuy. P. Crab. Concil. Tom, 3+ þ- 346. £08. 1. 


And .; 


—— 


« Cee contia- 
8 eſt, 74. that Council ſays) Thae the 


pam errare. Ib, 
P» 148. col. I, 


| Notorium 
Schiſmaticum, 
incorrigibi 


| [6] 
And again, it often * _— and may happen ( as 


ope may ery. 


3. Their General Council of Conftence, (amongſt 


other crimes ) declares Pope Benedz## 13. a | No- 
rortows Schiſmatick, incorrigible, and a pertinacious 
Heretick. 


5 pcrtznacem Hereticum, & fide devium, Concil. Coaſtant, Self. 14, 


* Jn his Book 
de Vigilio Dor- 
mitanic. 


j Synodus 6. T1 
Irubo, AR. 4.55 
AR. 17. the 
words in the 
Council are, 
Anathbema Ho- 
worio, &c. He 
being a Mono» 
thelite, and for 
that Herelic. 
condemn'd. 


* Vid. Ed. Ri- 
chertum in Ht- 
floris Concit. 
Generdlium, 
E1Þ. 10, pey 10- 
$11: frac 
Num 1 5,056. 


4. To omit Pope Yigilins condemn'd for Hereſie in 


the Fifth General Council, (which is by * Dr.Cra- 
kanthorp fully and evidently proved) I ſhall oaly add 
( which is undeniable and authentick Authority 
againſt the Popes Infallibility ) That the Sixth Ge- 
neral Council, ( held at Conſtantinople in Trello ) 
did condem and | Anathematize Pope Hozorins. 
And tho' ſome Zealots for Rowe and the Popes In- 
fallibility, ( ſuch as Belarmine and Baronius ) have 
endeavoured to excuſe Honorius, and queſtion the 
Authority of the Council, and the Truthof thoſe 
things, which in the Council were urged againſt 
him : yet the evidence oa which they condemned 
Honorins for an Heretick, was undoubtedly good, 
even his own Epiſtles read in the Council ( which 
Bellarmine pretends were fictitious ) But both the 
Authority of the Council, and of Honorius his Epi- 
ſtles, ( which were the Evidence on which they 
condemn'd him) are ſo fully and evidently juſtified 
( to omit many others) by a * Learned Sorbox 
DoRor, and a Romar Catholick, that I neither 
need, nor ſhall ſay any more of this particular, but 
refer the Reader ( who deſires more fſatisfaRtion ) 
to that Judicious and learned Author. 


Num. 25, Ubj objeSionibm Bellarmiai © Baronii reffondes. 
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7 
I ſhall only add (in ſbort) two things, which to 


me ſeem very material. 
1. That notwithſtanding, that Sixth General Coun- 


cil condemned Hoxorizs for an Heretick, yer it 

was approv'd and receiv'd asa General Council by 

Pope Leo the ſecond, (the next Succeſlor (fave one) 

to Honorins) as evidently appears by his own Epiſtle 

* tothe Emperors,and | their owz Roman Breriary, « g,,, ,,., 
of their molt * corret Edition. And to makeit ac wn 
more evident that the Sixth Synod, and the con- 941-1-p-84 col. 
demnation of Pope Hoxorixs for Herefie, was an- Kay _ . 
ciently approv'd even in the Church of Rome ; Concitiorum 
their own General Council,the Second of Nice, is a &79ns © 5 
witneſs beyond exception,as by the wordsand place | !« feſts Leone 


in the Margin } may evidently appear. ys 4 ng 


Qtus Les probavic Atta 6, Synodi; Ergo 4emneviovem Honorii berevici. * Brev, Rom. cx 


; Dcercto Concilii Trident. reflitutum, 2 Pio 5. editum, 4 Clememe 8. & Urbano8 -recognitum, 


Antwerp. 1660,” þ Predi admodure ſexts Snodu definivis, deteſtamurque cum 
ea, Sergium, Honorlum, &c, impios iſtos Pietetis tmpugactores Auahematizemum, Snodu Ni- 
cena 2, spud Foverlumde (/onciliis pare. t. pag. 106; 


pa But that which may feem-ſtrange, ( tho? itt be moſt * Conc. Conſt. 


4 »—” owt Au Alda CO Rs CC I EE. LES Ab 
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true) by the Decree of the Council of Conftance, aa. 
every Pope at his Conſecration, was to take a /o- pe ficiende, 

lemn Oath to believe and maintein ( amongſt other _ _ 
Councils )* the ® 6, Synod (of which we are now coders & te. 


ſpeaking) ard every part and particle of it * . nerefidemcath, 
) ” P P f f and Con $anftorum 8. 


equently they were bound to approve that Synod, Conc. Niceri, 
and their Condemnation of: Pope Homorivs, -n an Confane Be 


Heretick. For this condemnation of Moorins it (pntis fextis 


was evidently an AQ of the 6-Synod ;' and: the dem uſque 2d 
Popes ( by the ſaid Decree of the Council of Con. unom apicein 
ſtance) were bound (amongſt other Councils men- pon 
rioned in the Decree) to believe and profeſs- the twmve,de Pro- 
AQts of that ſixth Synod, Uſqre ad nmwm Apicem, ſeen fidei 


facienda 


for ſo the Decree expreſly ſays, contitum ef 
The Anno 1417, 


£ 


— — 


— I a eto — 


2. A Ge- 
neral Coun- 
cil not In- 


falible. 


* Als I5» 28, 


The Premiſles conſider'd, I believe it may, and will 
appear to all intelligent and impartial Judges, that 
the Opinion of the Popes Infallibility,is not only with- 
out, but againſt manifelt reaſon. For, 

1. 'Tis certain, that the Greek, 4ſiatick and /Erhio- 
pick Churches never believ'd, but expreſly oppos'd it. 

2. For the Weſtern or Latin Church, it is evident, : 
by their General Councils of Nice, Piſa, Conſftanceand 
Baſil (in which ſeveral Popes have been declar'd He- } 
reticks) that they were ſo ho from believing it, ( tho? | 
Pope Gregory the 7th was for it) that they condemn'd, * 
and Synodically declar'd againſt it, for 1500 years, | 
till Leo the 10th in his Lateran Council, in the year ' 
I p 3-did again ſet on foot that Apocryphal opinion | 
of the Popes Infallibility : So that itis not only er- | 
roneous, but a very late and novel invention, | 


: 

That a General Council is not Infallible, isa truth 
( from many cogent and undeniable reaſons) ſo evi- 
dent, that as there is no need I ſhou'd, ſo it is not my 
purpoſe toſay much : only I ſhall (in ſhort) ſay a few 
things, and refer them to your prudence, to make | 
uſe of all, or any of them, as to you (circumſtances | 
conſider'd ) may ſeem convenient. Here then I de- | 
fire it may be conlider'd, | 
1, Thata General Council is never ſo much as named 
in Scripture, nor any promiſe of Iofallibility given 
it. The * Council of the Apoſtles ( which was no 

General Council ) was Infallible, and might trul 
ſay * Sic viſum eſt ſpiritui ſanto & nobis, Becauſ: 
the Apoſtles had the Infallible Aſſiſtance of the 
Holy Ghoſt. But that any General Couacil had 
any ſuch Aſſiſtance, truly to ſay, after their De- 
crees, Sic viſum eſt Spiritui Sanito & nobis; (T ho 
that 


m (9] 
" that of * Trext, and others vainly pretend toit ) is *Deutad Ec- 
, i 1; cleſia ſuz di- 

ws : = CR —— - ou or PR E lion EY 
is Patribus inſpirare dignatus eſt, Ge. [t4 Pius 4. in uper forma Furamenti *Profcfio- 

8 nie fidei in _—_ Trident. Ed. Antw. 1633. þ. 450. 4nd Lo any Synodus 2 Deo edotta 

10- ſatuit,(Fc. Yid.Conc. Trident. ſeſ 1 3. de euchariſlis in decrets, p. 124, 132. difie editions, 5 

it. ſcfe. 21. de Communione, Cap. 1, p. 203. 

nt, 


nd | 2. Butthereis no neceſſity of ſuch an Infallible Guide, 


as a General Council ; becauſe Chriſtians for ſeve- 


'o. l ral Ages, have attain'd Heaven and Eternal Salva- 
"4 | tion, who never had any General Council to be 
wah their Guide. For 'cis certain, and on all ſides con- 
__ feſs'd,that the firſt Nicene Council, which was held 
_- An.Chrift.325. was the firſt General Council, the 
he | Chriſtian Churchever had. Now I defireto know 
| (and you may ask thoſe who endeavour to ſeduce 
| your Pariſhioners) whether the Chriſtians in thoſe 
RY | 325. years, (when there was no General Council) 
Le | were ſaved or not ? If they were ſaved, then *tis 
a evident that a General Council is not neceſſary to 
= * guide us to Heaven; ſeeing Chriſtians for 325. 
he years obtain'd Salvation, and yet in all that time, 
2 2 there was no General Council to guide them. 
0 But if it be ſaid, Chriſtians ( for want of a General 
-} Council to guide them) were not ſaved in thoſe 
dl three Centuries; Then, | 
ren 3: They contradiCt the ſenſe of Chriſtendom, and the 
Jags conſtant teſtimony of Fathers and Hiſtorians, who 
ul univerſally tell us of thouſands, notonly of pious 
of Chriſtians,but of many hundred thouſands of pious 
he Confeſſors and Martyrs. Now to ſay that they 
had were not ſaved, who laid down their lives for 
De- Chriſtand his Goſpel, is ſuch an uncharitable and 
ho? unchriſtian Cenſure,as no ſober Chriſtian ever did, 
hat or (I believe) ever will be guilty of. 
B 2. They 


* Zuke 2,1» 


$ This is con- 
fefs'd, & learn- 
edly proved by 
a Roman Ca- 
tholick nd Sor- 
bon Dottor, 


[ 10] 


2. = contradiQt their own Martyrologies, their 
$S 


Miſſals and Breviaries, wherein they acknowledge 
many hundred Saints and Martyrs who lived and 


dyed in thoſe 3 Centuries, and in their Offices { 


pray to them, as to glorify'd Saints and Martyrs, 


3. But to pur thecaſe (in ſhort and) beyond diſpute, 


it is certain there never was any truly General 
Council, or any Synod wherein the Repreſenta- 
tives of the Univerſal Church did meet and deter- 
mine Controverſies. The greateſt Council the 
Chriſtian Church ever had, was only Imperial, of 
the Roman Empire, not Univerſal of all Chriſten- 


dom ; few, if any, out of the Roman Empire be- | 


ns ever calPd, or coming to any of thoſe Coun- 
cils we now call General or Oecumenical. *Tis 
true, there are ſeveral Councils ( as the firſt of 
Nice, that of Conſtantinople, that of Epheſus and 
Chalcedon,&c.) which we commonly call Oecumeni- 
cal orGeneral Councils; but then the word orxvut: x 
(whence we call a Council Oecumenical ) muſt be 
taken in that fignification it has in * St, Luke, There 
came 4 Decree ow Auguſtus, #h4t (Tao onvptyn) 
the whole World ſhould be taxed. Now *tis evident, 
that by T&oa oixvutry there, the Roman world on- 


Ur” OoTmRI., © x 


_ SY 


wot — 


ly mult be meant, or the Roman Empire; for | 


Auguſtus had neither intention, nor any Authority 


ro tax any,but his own Subjes. So when the Em- | 
perours calld Councils ( as is evident they did call | 


all the firſt | Occumenical Councils) they had neither 
Intention, nor any Authority to call thoſe Chri- 
ſtians which were out of their Empire, and none 
of their Subjets. Now 'tis evident that when the 


Edmund. Richeriaa in Hiſt. Conc. Gen, Ed. Colonia 1680, cap, 1 Se, 7.9.6, And what heſays 
:here, ke afterwards particularly proyes, 


Nicene | 
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1614. p. 290, 291, They will not approve it, becauſe it condemn'd and depos'd 2 Popes, 
as Schiſmaticks and Hereticks, and they dare not condemn it, becaufe it made Alexander the 
5th Pope, whom they reckon ia the Series of their true Popes 3 which he could not be, if chat 


In 
Nicene Council was call'd, and others after it, a 
very great part of Chriſtendom was without the 
bounds of the Roman Empire, whoſe Biſhops as 
they were never call'd, ſo they never came, as may 


appear by the Subſcriptions to the Councils them- 


ſelves. 
Is it not irrational for them to boaſt of the Infalli- 
bility of their General Councils ? whea their great- 


eſt * Writers, and Publiſhers of their Councils, ri- « p14 z4,m. 


diculouſly contradict themſelves, and give us this pay pn 
i6.1.cap.6,7. 


diſtinction of General Councils. 1. Generalia Con- 
cilia approbata. 2. Contcilia Gen. reprobata. 3. Con- 
cilia Gen. partim approkats, partim reprobata. 4. Con- 
cilium Gen, nec approbatum nec reprobatum, They 
mean the firſt of Pſa, about the year, 1409 which 


they will not | approve nor reze&t. In ſhort, ify p11, ;,9,um 
General Councils may be reprobate and rejeCted, 2 Corioleno in 


then ſure they are not Infallible. 


Council had not a juſt power to make him fo. 


5. It ſeems your Emiffaries (to pertwade your People 


todeſertthe Chuech of Exg/ana) tell your Pariſhio- 
ners, that the Church of England is in a miſerable 
condition for want of ( what they have) an Infal- 
lible Guide and Judge of Cantraverkies. 

For heace it is ( ſay they ) that our Church is divi- 


ded into:ſo many Sets and Fattions, ſome being Preſ- 
byterians, ſome Independents, ſome Quakers, &c. 
Tothis you may with great reaſon and truth reply ; 
That they have in the Roman Church, more Sets and 


FaCtions,than we have in. Exe/and ; & they differing 
in things ofan higher nature, fuch as concern the 
Being of the Papacy. B 2 For, 


* ]s their Pe- 

claration of 

March 23. 
2662, 


— 


I'2 


For, to ſay nothing of the late great, and hot diffe- 
rences and ; I-nown between the Jaxſeniſt;and Moli- 
niſts, between the Dominicans and their Adherents 
on the one lide, and the Jeſuits and Franciſcans on 


the other : Their Church is divided into great SeCts * 


and Factions, which differ in things which concern 
the foundation of their Church and Papacy. 

For, (to omit others) many in their Church pub- 
lickly affirm and maintain, 1. That the Pope is In- 


fallible. 2. That he is the Supream Head of their *' 
Church above all General Councils, and that no Ap- ' 


peal lies from him to the Council. F That his. Su- 
promary is not only in this Eccleſiaſtical, but (at 
eaſt inairefe ) in temporals too. 4. That he- has 
power to depoſe Kings, ( as for other cauſes ſo) for 
Hereſie ; $5. and toabſolve their Subjects from their 
Oaths of Alloavicace, and give away their Kingdoms. 

Andaltho? theſe Opinions paſs ( with approbation) 
at Rome, yet they are all (of them) deny'd and con- 
demn'd by the Church of * France, and thouſands 
more, who publickly and in Print declare againſt 
them as Erroneous and Impious, highly prejudicial to 
the Rights of Kings and temporal Princes, and In- 
conſiſtent with the Peace of Chriſtendom. Now if 
our Sets in Er2/and, have riſen and continued, be- 
cauſe we have no Iofallible- Fudge to determine the 
Controverſie ; Then ( by a-parity of-Reaſon) ſeeing 
their great SeCts and differences in the Church of 
Rome, remain undetermin'd; it muſt follow, that they 
want an Infallible Judge to determine thoſe Consro- 
verſies. So thatirt is (to give it no worle name) a 
—_— confidence in your- Roman Emilſlaries, 
tothink they can perſwade Proteſtants to deſert the 
Church of England, becauſe there are ſome Sets and 


Davi- 
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Diviſions in it ; and'yet perſwade them to Commu- 
nicate with the Church of Rome, in which there are 
far more and more material Sets, and undetermin'd 
Diviſions: for this were (as the Country Proverb is) 
to perſwade us out of the Frying Pan into the fire,and 
(inſtead of bettering it) toput us in a worſe condition, 

Eet them make it appear, that they are indeed at: 
Unity amongſt themſelves, and no SeQts or Diviſions 
amongſt them ; then this Argument may have ſome 
———_ of Probability ; but (as the caſe now ſtands) 
it is not only irrational, but ridiculous. I ſay, ſome. 
more ſhew of Probability, yet no juſt proof. For ad- 
mit they were at Unity amongſt thenſelvesyet there 
are many other groſs Errors and Superſtitions, which 
(while retain'd by their Church) makes all Commu- 
nion with them impoſſible ; but enough of this (if 
not-too much) for nothing can be (to an Intelligent 
and Impartial Judge) more evident than this ; That 
ſince the deceaſe of the Apoſtles, there never was any 
Man or Congregation or Council of Men, who pre- 
tended to Tofallibility for above a thouſand years after 
our Bleſſed Saviour. 

But the Roman Church is ſo far from havin 

( what ſhe-ccommonly and vainly boaſts of ) Infallib1- 
lity, that there neither is, nor ever was any Chriſtian 
Church in the world inſuch a miſerable condition ; : 
for the great incertainty of her Faith and 'Religion ; . 
which incertainty ariſes from her own Principles, ap- 
prov'd and receiv'd by the Supream Authority of that 
Church, and they are-two, 

1. From their requiring the Intention of the Mini- 
ſter, as neceſſary to the real Being of every Sa- 
crament, 

2z Their denying the certainty of our Senſes. 

1, For 


[ 14 ] 

x. For the firſt, that the Intention of the Miniſter 
is neceſſarily requir d to the real Being of any Sacra- 
ment ; We have the Decree of * Pope Engenius ex. 

* #1cramentun b . , 

rribaperficirur, preſly affirming it ; and he ſays (tho! | uatruly ) that 

Maris, For- jt was approbante Concilio; Their * Trent Council 

TC f do other of thei 

one Miiftri, confirms the ſame, as do other of their | Authen- 

Geena f lh tick Books. Now this Principle being (as it is) 
cyt, non O p , 

Jeeficituy 58. OY them granted, it evidently follows, 

cramentum. Aud Binium Concil. Tom. 8. p. 865. col. t, D 4. Pariſ. 1636. || Fid. D. Cra- 

kanthorp. cont? Spalatenſ. £ap.7 2. p. 530, 531. © Chriſtoph, 2 capite Fontium de neceſ. corre#, 

Theol. Scholaſtica,p. 51.56. * (oncil. Trident. Sf. 7. de Stcramentis, can. 11. | Ritzale 

Rom. Antw.1 65 2. þ. 6, Mifſale Romanum Amw. 16 19. in principio, dc defettibu cirea Mifſam.7, 


1. That no-man in their Church can be certain_that 
he is & Chriitian, or that there is any one true Chri- 
ſtien in the whole Church of Rowe. For if they 
be not baptiz'd, then 'tis certaia they are no Chri- 
ſtians, nor Members of the Viſible Church ; and 
that they are truly Baptiz'd is impoſſible for man 
certainly to know. For ifthe Miniſter who Baptiz'd 
him, did not intend it, he is not Baptiz'd ; and 
what the Miniſter intended, God only (who knows 
the heart and our Intentions) can certainly know. 

It is trae, if I Baptize any Perſon, I may certainly 
know my own Intentions, that I did intend to bap- 
tize him; and ſo I may be certain he is truly Bap- 

- tiz'd ; but whether he who Baptiz'd me, did intend 
it, is impoſſible for me certainly to know. So 
that although I may certainly know that another 
man is truly Baptiz'd, yet no man in the Church 
of Rome, can be certain that he is ſo. All the aſ- 
ſarance Ican have, that I am truly Baptiz'd, and 
a Member of the Chriſtian Church, is, from the 
Miniſter who Baptiz'd me. But he being always 
Fallible, and ( for ought I do or can know ) may 

be 
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be falſe; ſucha teſtimony cannot aſſure me that Iam 

truly Baptiz'd, and indeed a Chriſtian, within the 

Church; and then ſeeing---Extra Eccleſiam non eſt 

ſalss, it follows, that ( for ought I door can know): 

Tam in a miſerable and damnable condition, 

Now ſuppoſe a General Council, call'd by the 
Pope or Emperor, if they are not Chriſtians, I may 
be ſure they are not Infallible Judges; God ( as is and 
muſt be confeſs'd ) having never promiſed Infallible 
aſſiſtance to any without the Chriſtian Church : - 
and that they are Chriſtians I can never certainly 
know, mar 'tis impoſſible for me to be aſſur'd that 
they have been truly Baptiz'd, by any Miniſter really 
intending it. 

Now adimit they were Infallible Judges, yet they 
cannot be ſo to me; whocan never be ſure they are ſo. 
For I can have no more Aſſurance of their Intallibili- 
ty, than I have of their Chriſtianity, of which*tisim- 
poſſible for me to be afſur'd, ſeeing it is impoſſible for 
me certainly to know, whether they be Baptiz'd. 

2, Upon the ſame Principle it is impoſſible for any 
certainly to know, whether there be any one true 
Prieſt in the whole Papacy ; and conſequently that 
there is any true Biſhop, (fort is certain,every true 
Biſhop muſt be a Prieſt) now if- none can be certain 
that there is any true Biſhop or Prieſt in the Romer 
Church; then (ſeeing it is certain,that Biſhops and 
Prieſts,” and true Orders are neceſſary to the Being 
of a True Church) it evidently follows, that they 
are ſo far from being certain, that: their Church is 
Infallible ; that they neither are,nor can be certain, 
that their Church is any True Church at all. 

3. Upon the ſame Principle, ( Marriage being with 
them a Sacrament, and the Intention of the m_ 

er: 
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ſter who marries any, being neceſſary to make the 
Marriage good and valid) all marryed People in 
the Church of Rome, for ought they do,or can know 
(not knowing the Intention of the Prieſt who 
marryed them ) may live in perpetual fornication, 
andtheir children (if they have any) illegitimate,as 
begot by Fornication, and not in-lawful Marriage. 
4. And on the {ame Principle, none in the Church 
of Rome, can becertain, that the Bread in the Eu- 
chariſt is truly Conſecrate, ( becauſe the Prieſts 
intention, who Conſecrates, cannot poſſibly be 
known tothem) and if it be not truly Conſecrate,it 
(as is confe(s'd) remains Bread,and then (as is con- 
feſs'd too) they in Worſhipping it, are moſt impi- 
ous Idolaters, worle than they of * Lapland, _ 
worſhip a piece of Red Cloth,&c. So that this is the 
miſerable condition of all Commuaicants in the 
Church of Rowe, that ( for ought they do, or can 
certainly know ) they are moſt impious Idolaters, 


orbe tcrrarum nunquam audits erat. Tolerabilior enim erit eorum error, qui pro Deo columt ſId- 
tem auream, wel penuum rubrum in bafle clevatum, quod de Lappis narraiur,Fe, Ita Coſterus 
in Enchiridio controverſiarum, Colon. Agrip. 1 587, cap. 8. pag. 301, 


Now let any intelligent and pious Perſon judge, 
whether our moſt wile and gracious God hath left 
his Church in ſuch a miſerable condition, that it 


ſhou'd be in the power of wicked Miniſters, to make 


all his People abominable Idolaters. 

2. The Second thing I nam'd,from which the great 
incertainty of the Roman Churches Religion ( tho? 
they vainly brag of Infallibility ) ariſes, is their deny- 
ing the certainty of our Senſes. For this being deny'd, 
it will evidently follow, that the Roman Catholicks 
neither have, nor can have any certainty of their Re- 
ligion : That this may appcar, conſider, R 

I. That 


Ul 
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1. That our Bleſſed Saviour ordain'd his Apoſtles to 

be * Witneff of his ReſurreQtion, and that he had a * 254.40: 

real Body, and was not a Spirit. pigs 
2. And that they might be ſufficient Witneſſes, He 

appear'd ſeveral times to them, that they might 

| ſee, and touch, and handle * him; blames them y zu. 24. 35- 

for not believing thoſe who had ſeen him after his F320: 27: 

ReſurreQion; and S. Luke tells us, that cheſe | were 12" .* © 

zefallible proofs of his ReſurreQion,&c. and fo 

thinks S, * John t0O, * i: Fobu 8. 1. 
3. The Roman Catholicks deny this certainty of our 

Senſes, and tell us; that the Bread in the Euchariſt 

after Conſecration, is not Bread, but the very glo- 

rifyed Body of our Bleſſed Saviour ; ( tho' all our 

Senſes aſſure us, That 'tis Bread ſtill) and tell us 

that we muſt not truſt our Senſes, but believe it to 

be his Body. Well, ask them how they know it 1s 

his Body ? they ſay by Faith ; but how came they 

by that Faith ? They ſay (as the Text faith) by 

* hearing : But then 1. Senſe ( they ſay) is nocer- * gom.1o:r 7: 

tain Affurer of what we have by it. 2. If all my 

five Senſes may be deceiv'd, in judging the Wafer 

to be Bread, certainly their Hearing, (which is but 

one) may be deceiv'd: And then all their Faith, 

and the certainty of it, depending upon their Hear- 

ing (none of the Senſes according to their Prin- 

ciples, being to be truſted in matters of Faith, be- 

cauſe they may deceive us) it manifeſtly follows, 

That they are ſo far from Infallibility, that they 

neither have, nor can have any ( ſo much as moral) 

certainty of any thing they Believe. Bur ( if not 

too much) enough of this. For indeed, their pre- 

tences to Infallibility are ſo weak, that they deſerve 

no confutation, ' 

C , 
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I ccme now to the ſecond thing, which you defir'd 
me todo ; that is, to give {cme Reaſons to juſtifie our 
Separation from Rome, that it may appear, that we 
are not ( what they commonly miſcal us ) Schiſma- 
ticks. And here it 1s to be conlider'd, 

1. That Schiſm (to pals by all other f(ignifications 
of the word) is a Criminal or ſinful violation, or 
a breach of Eccleſiaſtical or Church-Union, which 
Union is two fold, 

1. Izterpal, conſiſting in an Union of Judgment, 
and that mutual Lore and Charity which Chri- 
ſtians ought to have mutually one to another. 

2, External, conliſting in an outward profeſſion of 
the ſame Faith, Communion in the ſame Li- 
turgies and Sacred Offices and Sacraments. 

2. Schilm, ( as now we ſpeak of it ) does not conſfilt 
ina violation or breach of that Internal Union of 
Judgment and Love (tho'this may, and is call'd 
Schiſm * in Scripture, and isa fin) for ſuch In- 
ternal Diviſions, and breach of the Union of Love 
and Judgment, are not of humane cognizance,nor 
can the Church know who are, or cenſure, ſuch 
Schiſmaticks. | 


and uſually ſignihe the will } and ſo, ſome Learned Papiſts render the words ; [# eadem ſen- 
1en114,& eadem volumate. So Hen. Holden,a Sorbon Dr. on this place, x Cor.1.10.in his Notes, 


3. But Schiſm (in the ſenſe we now ſpeak of ) con- 
ſiſts in a Violation or breach of the External 
Church-Union, when men refuſe to Communicate 
with their Fellow-Chriſtians, in the Belief of the 
ſame Creed, coming to the ſame publick Prayers, 
and receivingthe ſame Sacraments, c. 

4. This Schiſm muſt be a Criminal or Sinful Sepa- 
ration ; whenthole who ſeparate have no Ratio- 

nal 


nal and firm grounds to juſtifie their Separation, 
For if any Church hath Apoſtatiz'd from the An- 
cient and true Chriſtian Faith, and ( as neceſſary 
conditions of her Communion) require of her 
Members, to believe any thing i» fide erroneous, 
or to do any thing #» fatfo impious ; then Separa- 
tion from ſuch a corrupted Church, is ſo far from 
being Schiſmatical and ſinful Impiety ; that it is a 
* neceſſary duty, This is on all ſides || confeſſed, that * rid Rev 18.4 
'*is no Schiſm to Separate from an erroneous \5** Km 
Church; It being evident that no Chriſtian can mus « is,qui 2 
be bound to Communicate with any Church in OE 
Errors or Impieties ; and therefore ma$ without jj % 9.” 
any Schiſm,lawfully Separate from ſuch Churches, per:. :. p. 203. 
whether that Church disbelieve and deny any Ar- ** * 
ticles of the Ancient and True Chriſtian Faith, or 
( which the Pope and his party do ) add new ones, 
inconſiſtent with it, and the truth of the Goſpel, 
and that Faith which our Blefſed Saviour and his 
Apoſtles deliver'd to the Chriſtian Church. 
The Premiſſes concerning the Nature. of Schiſm, 
conſider'd, and ( as they are and mult be) granted : 
I ſay, That the Errors of the Church of Rome, are fo 
many, and grievous, that theyare a juſt ground to 
condemn Her, and to juſtifie our Separation from 
her. I ſhallonly inſtancein fome few ; and the firſt « ,, Reaſon, 
* concerns the Sacred Scripture; which, From their vi- 
1. Many of her Writers ſpeak moſt napteanly of vibe Aura 
the Sacred Scriptures ( rho? they be on all ſides $eripere' in 
confeſs'd to be the Holy Word of God) calling »»y wigr 
them naſws | Cerens, Regula Lerbia, > upon Cha- Re: MeNes, 
rafters, &c. Theſe and many more fuch occur in controver. 3 de 
their greateſt Writers,' as is notoriouſly: known HO $06 
And W his impious Mlaſphemiryg of te Ho) Scriptures, 
2 an 
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The Authors, 
and theirwords 
and Books 
where they are 
to be found, are 
punQtually / and 
truly ) quoted 
to my hand, by 
D.Cr akamtborp 
cont, Archiep. 
Spalat, c,13.S. 
2x 3.p 61. vid. A- 
qor. Inſt.moral, 
Tom. 1. lib. 8. 
C4p.26, p. 83. 
* vid. lam 
4. Indice dit, 
ſupra citatam, 
& obſervatio- 
nem ad ditam 
Regulam, & 
Bulem Clem. 
8. datam Tuſe. 
17. 0.1595. 
il Y, Bull, Greg. 
15, dat, Rom. 
dec.30. A622, 


2, Abſolutely * prohibit the rea 


and cannot be deny'd. Sure Tam, that She her ſelf 
* tells us---T hat the reading of Seripture in any Vul- 
gar tongue, has (by reaſon of mens raſhneſs) done 
more miſchief than good, And therefore the Church 
of Rome forbids all Reading the Scriptures in any 
Vulgar Tongue ; which conſequence ( notwith- 
ſtanding her Infallibility ) is moſt irrational, and 
not better than this---None ſhall drink any Wine, 
becauſe many, through their temerity and drun- 
kenneſs abuſe it, to their great hurt and detriment. 
But this is notall, nor (tho' bad enough) the worſt 
of it. Other | of their Authors ( approv'd at 
Rome ell us ; That the reading of Scripture in a 
vulgar Tongue, 1s ſo far from being profitable, 
that it 1s pernicious to the people : Nay. ( horreſco 
referens) They farther ſay--That the permitting 
of the People to read the Bible was the Fnven- 
tion of the Pevil, and 4 /ikelier means to build 
Babylon, than Jeruſalem, Having thus given fo foul 
a charaQeer of the Holy Scriptures, to fright men 
foom reading them as dangerous, and tothe People 
pernicious; they do in the next uu 

ing or hearing the 
Bible, or any Summary or Compendium of it, in 
any vulgar Tongue, underſtood : by the: People ; 
and-if any have any prohibited Books, they are to 
bring them to the Biſhop or Inquiſitor, who are 
preſently to ſee them burnt, [| (the Bible 'not ex- 
cepted.) for it-is, a * prohibited. Books..whatlſo- 
ever, &r. | 


* Libros quomedolibet probibitos z So the title ofthat Bull, and the Bull it ſelf; 


Now this giving ſuch an irreverent charaQter of 
Holy. Scripture, and prohibiting the reading or hear- 
0g 


Ul 
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ing it in any vulgar Tongue, is not only erroneous, 
but highly unjuſt, and (tothe People, who are de- 
ny'd = * benefit and comfort they might reccive by * 29m 15.4. 
reading the Scriptures ) pernicious, which will evi- 
dently appear ; becauſe ſuch prohibition of reading 
or hearing the Bible, in any vulgar Language, is ex- 
prelly contrary 
1. Tothe Scripture it ſelf. 
2. Tothe command and precepts of God in It. 
3. Tothe prattice of the Church of God, (both 
Tewiſh and Chriſtian) as mayand-( to intel- 
ligent and impartial Judges) will evidently 


appear. - 

1. For he Jewiſh Church ;*tis undeniably certain, 1, The Few- 
1. That the Sacred Books of the Old Teſtament, were 5h Church. 
( either immediately by God himſelf, or mediately 
by his Prophets.) .given to the Jews 1n their- own- 
vulgar Tongue. 

2. That they were not given only to the Levites, 
or learned amongſt the Jews, but to | all Iſrael! ( Le-| yg. 4 
wites or Laity ) Remember ((aies the Prophet) the Law 
of Moſes, which I commanded in Horeb' for. all Iſrael, with: 
the Statutes and Fudg ments. 

3. And by the expreſs * command of God, they wete * Das. 31.11; 
bound to read that Law, in that vulgar Language, 
to all 1/7ae/, men, women, and children, and to'that 
end, Mat they might || learn to fear. the Lord, and 1 wrſ. 12.13] 
keep his Statutes. 

4- And accordingly (inpraxi & de fatto) it was | 
read in their vulgar Tongue, to men, * women and * x.8.2,3. 
children ; and afterwards both the Law-and Prophets: 
were read in every Synagogue, every | Sabbath day. 1 48.13.45.27; 

5- And that they had the ——_ in the vulgar 

l 


Topgue, andcould read and be diretted by them (as; 
divine. 


* 24m. 4.1.4, divine Oracles) was the * greateff and moſt profi- 
i Pſal. t, 1,2, table privilege, and the | man is Bleſs'd, who read and 

nga 5 did meditate in them day and night,c, 
CE ee eas oY 
The Premiſſes conſider'd, I think *tis evident, that 
their undervaluing the Scriptures, and prohibit- 
ing the reading them in any vulgar Tongue, is 
direaly contradiQtory to the expreſs command 
of God, andpraQtice of the Jewiſh Church ( the 
only true Church then ) before our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour had conſtituted the Chriſtian Church of 

Jewsand Gentiles. 

2. The Chri- 2. Concerning the Chriſtian Church ; That the 
ſtian Scriptures were had and read by Chriſtians, (either in 
Church. the Originals, orin Verſions, and Tranſlations into 
other vulgar Tongues) is an undeniable truth, and in- 
deed confeſs'd. For 'tis manifeſt, that all Churches in 
* id. Brere- Chriſtendom * anciently had, and (except the Roman) 
——_ to this day have the Scriptures, and read them, in 
190,191.Tc, their vulgar Tongues ; and the Church of Rome had, 
ed.Lond, 1633: and read the Scriptures in Latin, ( which was for ma- 
ny ages their vulgar Tongue) till it did degenerate 
imo [ralian, 2. The Apoitle commends Timothy, that 
' 2Tim.3.15, hehad kzown the Scriptures from a || child, and that they 
«m Cyigus, were able to make himwiſe unto Salvation ; or (as S, James 
roi * expreſſethit*) able to ſave his ſoul. The Scrifftures, 
* Famer 1,21, Which Timothy is ſaid to know from a child, were the 


Seriptures of the Old Teſtament, ( little, ifany, of the 


New being then writ,when he was a child) which he: 


had and read in a vulgar Tongue ; and ſuch reading 
was ſo far from being (what the Popiſh Writers, and 
the Popes themſelves fay of them) dangerous and 
pernictious'to his Soul; that (if we will believe the 

Apoſtle) 
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Apoſtle) it was a happy and powerful means for the 
Salvation of it. 3. St. Paul * preaches the Goſpel to * 42:17. 11,2, 
the Jews at Berea : they had, and daily ſearch'd the 
Scriptures,whetaer thole things which Pal preach'd, 
were ſo. The Apoſtle commends them for it, and 
ſhews them the great benefit and bleſſing they gain'd 
by doing it. They daily ſearched the Scriptures, There. 
fore ( ſays he) Many of || them believed. Their having y we. :2; 
and reading the Scriptures ( the Old Teſtament ) in 
their vulgar Tongue, was a happy and powerful cauſe 
and means of their Believing the Goſpel, which S. Paul 
preach'd. 4. S. John aſlures us, that the Goſpel was 
by him writ to that very end,. That we mizht believe, « 74, 10.31. 
and have eternal Life. 

The Reading and Knowing of the Scriptures was 
the means God himſelf had appointed to bring us to 
true Faith and Salvation : and therefore to forbid all 
reading or hearing the Scriptures in a vulgar and (to 
the People) inte Language, is to contradict 
God and his Apoſtles, and to deprive men of the 
great and effeQual means of their Salvation. 5. S.Pe- 
rer writing to the diſperſed Fews ( who by God's ap- 
pointment had, and read the Scriptures in their vul- 
gar Tongue) he admoniſheth and requires them ; 
That as new-born babes they ſhould \ fr the ſincere 11 Per. 2.2. & 
milk of the word, that they mizht grow thereby. As the 74 Mo 
Mothers milk is a wholeſom nouriſhment for young >giun, Ga- 
Children, to preſerve and promote a cempoeal life 5 naium in £0- 
ſo (in S. Peter's Judgment') the Scriptures are a®” 
wholeſom nouriſhment for young Chriſtians to pre- 
ſerve and promote a Spiritual Life, and therefore he 
exhorrs them todelire the ſincere milk of the word, that 
they may grow thereby : And farther, as to take away 
Milk trom new-born Children, were nies" 

ju 
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juſt in it ſelf, and pernicious to the Children ; ſo to 
take away the Scriptures from young Children in 
Chriſt, would be equally (or rather more) impious 
in him who ſhould take them away, and more perni- 
cious to them from whom they are taken. Becaule 
taking away the Mothers milk from Infants, and 
young Children, is only prejudicial to the Body, and 
a temporal Life; but to rake away the Scriptures 
from young ( or any) Chriſtians, is prejudicial to 
their Souls and Salvation. 6. But altho' S. Peter 
exhorts the Jews to delire the {incere milk of the 
Word, that is to read and underſtand it, for the be- 
nefit of their Souls ; for he well knew that they had 
the Scriptures given by God himſelf, in their vulgar 
Tongue, and that there was none then, who would 
hinder them to read them. And tho' our Bleſſed Sa- 
*7ob.c.29, Viour * commanded the Jews to ſearch the Scriptures, 
Fob. 10.25.26, to bring them to the knowledge and belief that he was 
28, the true Meſſah, and ſo to eternal Life. And altho' 
!Col.4.16. The S. Paul commands the Colofians that } his Epiſtle to 
Epiſt.ro the (+> the be read to the Brethren in Laodices, and that 
M.Chrid.60. * the Epiſtle from * Laodices be read to the Coloſſians. 
*The 1. Epiſt. Now tho' thoſe Epiſtles were writ in Greek, a vulgar 
= 13 and well known language to the Coloffians, and Laodi- 
dices ( A. Chr. ceans ; yet S. Paul commands that they be publickly 
== ms wg read in both Churches. But let Peter and Paul, and 
Ep. ol Tineth, Our Bleſſed Saviour himſelf, ſay what be will for dili- 
gently reading and ſearching the Scriptures in any 
vulgar, and (to the people) known Tongue ; his 
pretended Vicar, in contradiQtion to our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour and his Apoſtles, does abſolutely condenqa all 
ſuch Reading of Scripture, as dangerous, and { to 
the people ) pernicious, 


Laſtly, 


UM 
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Laſtly, you may (if you think it convenient, and 
have an opportunity ) propoſe this caſe to your Popiſh 
Emiſſary ( who ever he be) that endeavours to ſe- 
duce your Pariſhioners from truth, and the Church 
of England, Suppoſe Sempronins, a great and very 
rich man, make his laſt Will and Teſtament, and 
divide his eſtate among(t his Children,and give many 
conſiderable Legacies to his Friends and Servants ; 
and in his Will particularly expreſſes what, and to 
whom, and upon what conditions his Legacies are 
bequeath'd : now Semproninus dyes, and ſome great 
man has got his Will into his hand and keeping, and 
(it beinga Will in a Language not underſtood by the 
Legatees) will neither let them havethe Will, nor a 
true andatteſted copy of it, in a Language they un- 
derſtand : So that they cannot be allur'd, nor any 
way certainly know, either who are (by the Will) 
Legatees, or what the Legacies are, or upon what 
conditions they are given ; ſave only,as he who keeps 
the Will, ſhall be pleaſed to fignife to them ; who 
( ifhe be not an honeſt man)) may cheat and couſin 
them, and they have no remedy to ſecure their right, 
eſpecially, if he who keeps the Will be, or pretead to 
be a ſupream Power, from whom lyes no appeal to 
any ſuperiour Judge, who might examine the caule, 
and do them juſtice. In this caſe, *tis moſt evident, 
that he who keeps the Will is unjuſt in himſelf, and 
injurious to the Legatees, in keeping them from the 
knowledge of the Teſtators Will, and fo from the 
knowledg of what he has given them. This being 
granted, (as of neceſſity it ought and muſt ) you 
may defire him (as alike caſe ) to conſider, 

1+ That our Bleſſed Saviour even as Man, and our 


Mediator was very * great, the Prince of Peace, and *Math.28.18, 


head of his Church, D 2, That 


Phil, 2.8,9,10, 


4 26 ] 


2. That he liv'd and dy'd for his Church, and in his 
Will, left exceeding great Legacies to his Saints 
and Servants, with the conditions he required of 
the Legatees, tomake them capable of thoſe Le- 
gacies. . 

3. That the Goſpel was his laſt Will and Teſtament, 
in which, who are Legatees, and upon what con. 
ditions their Legacies become due, are particularly 
exprels'd. 

4. His Will was writ in. a Language the People Yo 
not now underſtand; and the Biſhop of Rome 
having got it into his hand, and pretending that 

he (as Vicar of Chriſt ) is the ſole 


ment the 9th dated at Rome, Ax. 1668, : 
5a wbich we bave theſe words, --Debi, lutely deny the People any copy 
y 


tum Paſtoralis Officii, quo Eccleſ» of it in any vulgar Language, 
nn = ogy my ont them underſtood ; and- fo. de- 
preſidemus, exigit, ut Sacras Scriptu- Prives them of the knowled e of 
A — —_—— _ their Bleſſed Saviour's Will and 
Jemas the Tranſlation of the vulger —TRtament, of the gracious Pro- 
Latin into French, becauſe the diff — maiſes, and great Legacies given 
ry na. Latin from ie. +1 it, and of the holy Preceptsand 
; conditions required of the People, 
to give thema right to thoſe Legacies. So that (in. 
contradiction to our Bleſſed Saviour's expreſs com- 
mand ) they muſt neither ſearch or read, or have 
the Goſpel ( in any vulgar Tongue by them under- 
ſtood ) upon pain of Excommunication. They are 
not permitted to read the Goſpel, nor muſt they 
truſt to their own eyes and underſtanding, ( tho? 
given them by God for that purpoſe ) but they muſt 
believe the Church, and the Pope (or rather an 
ordinary Prieſt from him) muſt tell them;- what 
Legacies are given, and what Duties are requir'd 


by 
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27 
by our Bleſſed Saviour in the Goſpel. Now in the 
former caſe, if the keeping Sempronins his Will 
from the Legatees was evidently unjuſt, and inju- 
rious tothe Legatees : much more will the detain- 
ing our Bleſſed Saviour's Will from his People 
( the Salvation of whoſe Souls, are ſo highly con- 
cern'din it ) beunjult in the Pope and his party ; 
and not only injurious, but pernicious to the People. 
For in Sempronius his Will, the Legacies were only 
temporal things, and ſothe loſs of them leſs con- 
ſiderable : Bur in our Bleſſed Saviour's Will and 
Teſtament, the Legacies are Spiritual, the pro- 
miſes of Grace here, andeternal Glory hereafter ; 
and therefore to take away the Goſpel from the 
People in any Language underſtood by them, ſo 
that they cannot certainly know the Promiſes, or 
their duties requir'd for the attaining of them; is 
( as I ſaid) not only injurious but pernicious to the 
poor people, detain'd from the only means to know 
thoſe things, which (in order to their Salvation ) 
they are (by the Law of God and the Goſpel ) 
bound to know. For 1. Without the knowledge 
of Chriſt, and belief in him, there is no poſſihility 
of Salvation, ( Joh. 3. 16. A&#.10.43. Joh. 17. 3. ) 
And 2. ſuch knowledge of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
whereon we may fiducially, and with certainty re- 
ly, can no where be had but in Scripture, the only 
Infallible rule of our Faith. 3. Now the Popeand 
his party, ſeverely prohibiting the People to read, 
or have the Scriptures ( or any part of them) in 
any vulgar Language which they underſtand, do 
by conſequence deprive them of the only ſure, and 
certain means of their Salvation, Which how un- 


becoming it is, the pretended Succeſlor of S.Peter 
D 2 ( who 


( who was commanded by our Bleſſed Saviour, to 
teed his Sheep, notto famiſh them, by taking*the 
Scriptures from them ) and-how pernicious to the 
poor People, let the Reader judge. 4. And thar 
the Pope ( quantum in 
of the knowledge of Scripture ( beſides what is 
above ſaid ) I ſhall only add a ſignal paſſage out of 
a late Popes Bull, wherein he condemns a French 


®* 5c the Bu of Clement the gtb, 
cited 4 little before, where the Pote 
ſays--- Librum Verſionis Gallicanz N, 
Teſtamenti, ubicunque impreſſum, 
vel imprimendum, tanquam temera- 
rium, damnaſum, a vulgata cditione 
deformem, & offendicula ſimplicium 
continentem, authoritate Apoſtolic3 
damnamus, & prohibemus; ita ut 
nemo deinceps, cujuſcunque gradus 
aut conditions exiſtat, ſub pa:na Ex- 
communicationis latz ſententiz iplo 
fato incurrendz illum legere, retine- 
re, vendere, aut imprimere, vel im- 
primi facere audeat vel praſumat; 
ſed ſub cadem paena, quicunque illum 
habeat, locorum ordinariis, feu in- 
quiſitoribus, ſtatim exhibere tenea- 
tur: In contrarium facientibus non 
obſtancibus quibuſcunque. Bulls dats 
«ſ} ome 20 April. 1668. 

| Even Kings and Princes are for- 
bid ( under pain of Excommunication ) 
ts bave, or read the Seripturcs in any 
vulgar Ti : contrary to the expreſs 
commend of God, Deus, 17. 18, 19. 


2 


eſt) deprives the People 


Tranſlation of their own vulgar 
Latine in theſe words, * The 
ſaid Gallican Verſion of the New 
Teſt ament, whereſoever- Printed, or 
hereafter to be Printed, as raſh, 
and miſchievous, differing from the 
vulgar Latin, and ſcandalous to the 
ignorant; We (by our Apoſtolical 
Authority) condemn and prohibit : 
ſo that hereafter, none, of what De- 
gree or condition | ſoever he be, 
wnder pain of Excommunication, 
ſball dare, or preſume to read, have, 
ſell; print, or cauſe it to-be printed : 
and whoſoever has that French 
Tranſlation of the N. Teſtament, 
he is bound under pain of Excommu- 
nication to deliver it preſently 
tothe Ordinary of the place, or the 
Inquiſitors, notwithſtanding any 
thing whatſoever, which may be to 


the contrary, Thus Pope Clement the 9th. ( abou 
20 years ſince) condemns and prohibits the Goſpel 
of Jeſus Chriſt in Frezch,(a vulgarTongue) and w 
aretold by a great and learned Caſuiſt of their own, 


that long before. him, Ivnacent the. 34; condemned, 


and 
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and prohibited a Frexch Tranſlation of the Bible. 
* Azorias (in the place cited ) gives the reaſons, * 4torim lnſti- 


why the Scriptures are not to be permitted to be 7,1onmmordt 


read, or had in any vulgar Tongue; where his c. 26. queſt. 4. 
irreverent ſpeeches of the holy Word of God, are 539-331 
{o many and horrid, that I ſhall not offend the pious 

Reader, nor pollute theſe papers with them: he, 


who would be ſatisfied; may ſee them in the place 
| cited. || And much 
more in many 

others, eſpecially in Alphonſus a caſtro adverſus Hzreſes, lib. r.c 13.8 ls 78. ad p. 83. inclufive, 
edit. Pariſ.}1571, © vide Heſuum de Expoſ Deiverbi, p. 640. Where be [ays, that to permit the 
people to read the Scripture, elt margaritas i orcis conculcandas projicere--ZBut tho' Hoſius (and 
the Pope 160 ) be of that opinion, that the people are Hogs and Swine--yct S. Peter was of ano-.- 
ther opinion, 1 Pct. 2. 9. 


The Premiſſes conſider'd, I believe that intelligent: 
and impartial Judges, ( who love. and ſeek truth ) 
will think, that we had jult reaſon to forſake the. 
Church of Rome, which unjuſtly (in contradittion to - 
Scripture and the prattice of all Chriſtian Churches, 
(except her ſelf) took the Holy Scriptures from us, 
and conſequently depriv'd us of the happineſs which 
God himſelf had given us, to be-a ſure and ſufficient 
ground of our ſpiritual comfort,and hope of Heaven. 
For (tho? they are pleas'd to contradict it) the Apoltle 
* aſſures us, T hat whatever things were written aforetime, * gon.1 5.5. 
were written for our Learning, that we through patience, 
and comfort of the Scriptures, might have hope, . The 
Scriptures were diCtated by the Holy Ghoſt, and 
given to the Church ( not to be lockt up in an un- 
known Language, but) for our Learning, and a 
firm foundation of our comfort and hope of Heaven. 

2. The Goſpel was dictated by the Holy Ghoſt, 
and given to this very end, that it might be an effe- - 
Ctual and powerful means to bring us to true Faith, - | 

PF i 


»%4. 20.11, by it toeternallife; So the * Apoſtle ( or Holy Spirit 

Wo by him) tells NR things are written, thet you 
might believe that Jeſus is the Chriſt, and believing them 
might have life. 

3}. Nor is the Scripture an imperfeCt and defeQtive 
means, or ( without Traditions ) unable to beget ſuch 
a Faith, as will bring us to eternal life: For the 
Apoſtle ( who knew better) exprelly tells Timothy, 

12 Tim 3.15, | That the Scriptures were * ABLE to make him wiſe 
* Jrd4ve, 1b. unto Salvation, 

4. Laſtly, Nor are the Scriptures ſo obſcurely 
penn'd, (as they are commonly, ' and moſt unjuſtly 
ſlander'd by our Adverſaries) that to ordinary people, 
and underitandings they are unintelligible. I ſhall not 
go about to prove this, ( being abundantly done by 
many of our Proteſtant Divines already, ) I ſhall only 
add one teſtimony of a Cardinal (I mean Beſſarion ) 

1 Secris Scri- WHO at the Council of | Flerence, in a Speech to his 
pruris omnis fi- Countrey-men, exprelly ſays ; That in Scripture ALL 
em Do#trines of Faith, are either plainly explain, or if 
e/t, aut larens, they be hid, they may without diffculr be found out. This 
me difentrate Aſſertion of Beſſarion, is (to me and all Proteſtants) 
exui poteft, vid. . X 
Joverium, Cox- AN Evident and clear truth ; and is more conſiderable, 
ciliorum Part. 1n that a Roman Cardinal dares, and does publickly 
1.p.203- 60/.3- "tteſt it, in contradiftion to the receiv'd Doarine of 
the Church of Rowe, And whileI am writing this, 
there providentially comes in my way, ſomething 
concerning the taking away the Scriptures from the 
+ Fuſehina Hiſt people, which (if I miſtake not) is very pertinent to 
Eccl. i.8.c.z.p. Our preſent purpoſe. For, 
+, 0p 1. I findthat * Dyocleſian in his Bloody Perſecution 
ver paris Of the Chriſtians, publiſhed an EdiQ; that the 


mel il. Chriſtians ſhould bring in their Bibles, to be | pub- 


ene utis, fc#1 burnt, They knew (by the ſuggeſtion of Satan 
7- 64. 3+ and 
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and their Pagan Prieſts) that the Scriptures were 
the great and molt effectual means to convert Pa- 
gans to Chriſtianity, and confirm them in it ; and 
therefore they did cunningly and impioully endea- 
vour to deprive the Chriſtians of the Benefit of thoſe 
Sacred Books; becauſe no other Books were ſo 
deſtruftive of their Pagan Religion, and therefore 
they might not read them. 

And let ſober and pious men conſider, whether 
the Pope does not for the ſame reaſon forbid the 
Scriptures to the People ; becauſe no other Books 
make a clearer diſcovery of their Errors. For they 
abſolutely * forbid the Bible in any vulgar Lan-,,,, 
guage whatſoever ; ſothat none of their Superiors tibrorum probi- 
could || Licence them to have it, and yet * permit $itorum Alex. 
the abominable Turkiſh Alcoran to be read ina {66,/7s 
vulgar Tongue. This may juſtly ſeem ſtrange, Ziblie. udi 
that the Goſpel of our Bleſſed Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, Feblizcuocungy 
ſhall be abſolutely prohibited, and yer the Twrkiſþ vulgar; idio- 


1 ' mate ſcripta. 
Alcoran permitted to be read ina vulgar Tongue. —_— 


Indici librorum Probibitorum Tridentino prafixas, in obſeruatione ad Reg. 4. * Pide dittum 
Indicem Alexandri 7. Rome, 1664. verbs Alchoran' ( ubi fic babetur--Alchoranus Mahometis 


Lingua yulgari ex conceſſione Inquiſitorurs haberi poſlic. 
3- Tho'the Pagans permitted not the Chriſtians to 


have the Scriptures, yet never any Chriſtian 
Church ( no not the Roman} for above 1coo years 
after our Bleſſed Saviour, depriv'd the People of 
the uſe and benefit of. the Sacred Scriptures. In 
* France they had the Scriptures in their vulgar « 74. azorium 
Tongue, till Pope Innocent the third, ( which was «ſt Moratium. 
ſomewhat above 1 200 | years after our Bleſſed Sa- [on ne 


viour ) condemn'd and prohibited the reading or F4.Zagd.16:;, . 


 hearingthe Scriptures in any vulgar Idiome. And | PF Inne- 


. ! . cent the third 
amongſt impertinent things ( which they miſ.call aw mate Pope, . 


reaſ0ns ) 4119h 


* Varia bereſi- 
um © errorum 
Cauſe naſceren- 
tur, 4c infinite 
propemodum 
alia incommods 
ac mala prove- 
nirent, AzZOrius 
before cited, 

p- $30,831. 


| Fob.20.31. 


2 Tim.3.15,16. 


Fam, 1. 21. 
Ad, 17.1112. 
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reaſons) which they then (and others ſince) al- 
ledg'd againſt reading Scripture in a vulgarTongue 
this was one ; ---T hat /ach * reading of the Scriptures 
would be the cauſe of ſeveral Hereſies, Seaitionsy 
Schiſms, and almoſt infinite other miſchiefs, Cer- 
tainly all good Chriſtians, who (as ſurely they 
are bound ) love God and the Goſpel of Jeſus 
Chriſt, will judge this tobe ( what indeed it is ) 
not ſober reaſoning, but railing at, and reviling 
the Holy Scriptures, and that Holy Spirit who did 
diate them, to be a proper and powerful means, 
to bring us to the knowledge of the truth,and || Sal- 
vation by it. For if the Scripture be not a good 
means to procure ſuch anend, then they muſt ſay, 
( which if they do, *tis no better than blaſphemy ) 
That the Holy Spirit could not, or would not give 
a good means for that end, for which he intended it. 
But itiscertain, that the Holy Scriptures are ſo far 
from being ( what they untruly ſay ) a cauſe of He- 


relie, Sedition or Schiſm, that no Book in the 


world, does, or can condemn thoſe crimes, with 
that clear evidence and Authority, which the Bible 
doth. Eſpecially ſeeing the Scripture is the ſole 
authentick Rule to know, what DoCtrines are 
ae fide,and what heretical; and therefore I have often 
wonder'd, what Hereſies they mean, when they 
ſay that reading the Scripture, is the cauſe of He- 
reſie ; ſeeing no Dottrine is,” or can be de fide, a 
Doctrine or Article of our Chriſtian Faith, which 
is not contain'd in Scripture ( that being the ade- 


-quate Rule and meaſure of our Chriſtian Faith ) 


nor can any thing be truly and properly Herelie, 
which is not.contrary to ſome Divine truth re- 
veald 
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veal'din _—_ |: oy * A bs ay PCI SE 

and others) tell me, that Articles | * Wares, quid nomine Fiz carne 
G Faith GE Hhrefles are not to be fi Fecleſis —— Co 
meaſured and defined by their agree- credendum, quales ſunt Articuli dei, 
ment or diſagreement with Scripture agn___ San > - 
only, but m7 by their agreement and finive. Azorim Inſtit. Moralinw. 
diſagreement with the Dottrinal de- Tom-1.4b.8.cap.n6.pag. $28. D, 
finitions of the Church of Rome. 
So that not only the Articles ofthe Apoſtles Creed, 
of that of Nice, of Conſtantinople, and Chalcedon, 
are de fide, and all contrary DotQtrines, Hereſies : 
(in which we and they agree ) bntalſoall the Ar- 
ticles of their zew Trens * Creed, ( firſt publiſhed by « This new 
Pope Piss the 4th. in the year 1564.) are'at Rome Trext-Creed in 
| de fide, and all Do&tines contrary to any Article 7% gon 
of that new Creed, they call Hereſies, and con- cil, is placed at 


demn them. Here I conſider, an _= 


in the Edition at Autw. 1633. 'tis placed ( and moſt properly ) Sf. 24.de Reformatiove cap. 
12, at theend of the chap. pag. 450, 451, | Here} Fides Catbelics, extre quam nos cf] 
ſalus; contraria omnis © bereſes 4b Eccleſia demnatus, periter damuo. 1bid. pag. 452. 


1. That all Proteſtants do believe and profeſs many 
Dottrines contradiQtory to the Articles of their 
New Trent-Creed, as is confels'd. 

2. And the Sacted Scriptures/-are the reaſon and 
ground why we do {o ; which (inexpreſs terms, 
or by evident conſequence ) condemns many of 
their DoQtrines ( as their worſhipping of Images, 
denying the' Cupto the Tay, -and to Prieſts, 
that do not Conſecrate, _y the Clergy 
to marry, &c.) And yet they miſ{-cal us Here- 
ticks, and our DoQrines 'maintain'd againſt 
them ( tho? conſonant to the Sacred Scripture ) 
Herefies, and accuſe Scripture as the cauſe of 
Hereſfies, not that it is the cauſe of Hereſies pro- 
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petly and truly ſo call'd, which areerrors con- 
trary to the infallible Rule of Faith, { for this 
would make Scripture contraditt it ſelf) bur be- 


caule it isthe true ground and reaſon why. we he- 


* lieveand profeſs many Doctrines,which are con- 
trary to the erroneous definitions of their 
Church ; ſo that we confels the Scripture is the 
cauſe of thoſethings, which +( tho? real itruths ) 

. they miſ cal Herelies. But to-deprivethe People 
of the benefit, and comfort of the Scriptures,up- 
ond irrational and frivolous a pretence, is evi- 
dently inju{t in them, -and not only dangerous, 

| þuegpernicious tothe people, So tliat, had we no 
.other. reaſon but-this (the depriving the people 
of the uſe, and beneht of the Scriptures ) it were 


abundantly ſufficient, to juſtthe our Separation. 


from Rome, - | 

2. Reaſon... But Secondly, The Church of Rome does not only 
' deprive the People of the benefit and comfort of Scri- 
ptures ( prohibiting the reading or having them in 

any vulgar Language by them underſtood,) bur, for 

the ſame reaſon they deprive thera of the benefit, and 
Edikcation, they might, and ought to have had, in 
the-publick ſervice of :God ; all their Lirurgies, and 

publick Sacred Offices (Malay < amr ni ) be. 

10g in Latino, a Languags not undert ythe people 

pharplom CT nc Mans ane hs *Priglts themſelves) wk 
Do 7%" not underftandjngtheLanguageiawhich the Publick 
now of later Service of God: was, celebfated, could not poſſibly 
pow = know-to whom, (whether to Gad,or Saint,or Angels) 
Mifſals and Breviaties are accented, that cher. Priefis: might pronounce the 1wands right, 
Nin Than, Were, ee i Bs Fr 
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or for what, the Prieſt prayed ; and {> could not 
(which the Apoſtle thinks they ſhould in publick 
Prayers and Thankſgivings, ) ſay * Amento any thing *1 Cer.14 16; 
ſaid by him, who did officiate. For this praQtice of the 
Church of Rome (in having their Liturgies in a 
Tongue not underſtood by the People ) that it is un- 
juſt in them, and pernicious to the People, I ſhall only 
lay two things : 
1. That it isexpreſly againſt Scripture, and the di- 
reCions | the Apoſtle has given againſt it. He , co», 14. 
ſpends a whole Chapter to this purpoſe, and with 
{> much zeal, and ſo many reaſons demonſtrates, 
that publick Prayers, and Divine Service ought 
not to be in an unknown Language ; that it 1s a 
wonder, that any, who pretend to be Chriſtians, 
ſhould ( as they of Rome do ) dareto contraditt an 
Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt, and that Holy Spirit by 
which he ſpoke. I know, that ſome of the great- 
eſt * Writers for Rome, and the Vindication of, , 
their Sacred Offices in an unknown Tongue, in- 1p. znretiun 
deavour to Anſwer the Apoſtles reaſons in this Ton. 1.lib.8.c. 
Chapter, but with ſuch inſignificant, and miler- 0+. yen 
able ſhifts, that you will eaſily ſee that they indea- ſay nothing of 
vour that which they cannot poflibly do. ——_ 
Card. Comarenus in Catechiſ. /mterroger. ultima, 6perum, p. 545. and Card- Cajeran on this 
Chap. confeſs, that to have publick Prayers in a known tongue, « more for the edification of 
the People : and after the year 1215, Innocent the 3d, is of the ſam opinion, vid. Concil. 
Lateran, ſub Innocentio 3, Can. 9. 


2. And that it was as manifeſtly againſt the praftice 
of the Church of God ( Jewiſh and Chriſtian ) 
inall Apes, is as manifeſt, and by ſober and in- 
gromunn perſons of the Rowan Communion, con- 

{s'd. Now do you conſider, how pernicious this 
mult needs be tothe People to deprive them of that 
E 2 great 
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great comfort, and-edification, which they might, 
and ought to have had by the publick Service of 
God ina Eanguage by them underitood:; eſpecially 
ſeeing Cardinal Contarenus and Cafetan ( convinced 
of this truth ) confeſs in the places now cited ; 
that if the Sacred Offices, and publick Prayers 
were in a known Tongue, it would tend much 
more to the Edification and benehit of the People. 


2. Reaſon, Thirdly, While we were in the Communion of 
the Church of Rome, the one half of the Sacrament 
of the Lord's Supper was taken from us ;- therefore 
we had good reaſon to ſeparate from their Commu- 
nion. The Cup in the Euchariſt, was taken from 

the Laity, and all Prieſts too, ( {ave him who did 

* Yd. — * Conlecrate)) and this is moſt unjuit and- illegal > 

rob 1- Becaule it is againſt the expreſs Inſtitution, and 

Fob. Pets, Command of our Bleſſed Saviour, who ſays, | Drink 

ra 15h: 3e All of this; and S. Merk particularly obſerves, that. 

* Merk 14. 23. they did * All drink of it. that they might (tho? 
with.no juſt reaſon, yet ) with more pretence, have 
taken away the Bread; For 'tis never ſaid, Eat ye All 
of this, nor expreſs'd that they didall cat of it. And: 

tConcit. Conſt. the Decree of the Council of | Conftance ( the firſt 

$f 13- Fw#ii Council that took away the Cup from the Laity, in 
Poe year 1415.) 1s mot intolerable; for they- com- 
mand { upon pain of Excommunication ) that none 
ſhould Communicate the Laity in both kinds) inex- 
preſs contradiction to our Bleſſed Saviour's command. 

* Licet Chrifts * Non obſt ante Inſtitutione Chriſts. They ſay indeed, 

earn that the whole | Body and-blood of our Bleſſed Sa- 


Diſcipulis ſub utraque fpecie adminiſtr averit, boc tamen. non obſlante, Fe. Where the giving. 
it 7 — per my y an nr ul circumſtance, no part of the /»ſtitytion which com 
lifts in theſe words--- Drizk Te All of This. 1 Now dubitandum integrum Chrifti corp & 
ſanguizem, tam ſub pecie vii, veraciter comineri. Ibid, | 
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viour, is truly contain'd as well under the ſpecies of 

Bread, as the-ſpecies of Wine: Bur admit this (which 

is.a great error ) that the whole Body and Blood: be 

really and truly in the Bread,ſo that the baity intheir 

W afer receive both the Body and Blood ; then 

I. Why did our Bleſſed Saviour inſtitute it, in.both 
kinds ? ifthe Apoſtles receiv'd his body and blood 
inthe Bread, why did hegive-the blood a ſecond 
rime in the Cup ? 

2. If the Laity receive the whole Sacrament (the 
body and blood of our Bleſſed Saviour): in the 
Wafer, why needs the Prieſt who Conſecrates,. 
receive any more * 

3- But admit that our Bleſſed Saviour's: blood were 

Wholly in the Wafer, and the Body in the Cup (as 
the Fathers of Conſtance ſay, ) yet: by their own re- 
ceiv'd Principles, the blood is not 


* Conſecrated in the Wafer, nor 


his Body in the Cup: (theirform 
of Coaltcrating: the bread in-the 


Wafer, being different: from the 
form of Conſecrating the blood 


noxe miſſe,  Catechiſ. Trident. parts 
2:c4þ.4.48 Euchariſtia. Sc4,1 g. where 
the Couſecrating of the Bread, is in 
theſe words, Hoc cf} Corpm menm.. But 
the Conſecration of the Blood is in 
many more, and other words ( vet, 


in the Cup ) and then admit, that 3) To wi intheſe, Hic off calix 
the blood were in the Wafer, yet mer, myſlerium fel. qut ju Tis- 


it is not Confecrated in the Wa. © promutis efetdon in 
fer, and therefore is- not Sacra. ** 7*&#orn. 

mental blood, or any partof the Sacrament as itis 
in the Wafer, and therefore the Lay-men who re- 
ceive only the Bread or Wafer, do not receive the 
whole, but only one part of the Sacrament, and 
ſo ( contrary toour Bleſſed Saviour's command ): 
are depriv'd of the Blood, the other part ofthe Sa- 


4. But: 


*1 Cor.ll. 23, 


|r Coy. 10. 16, 
—_ Cor. 


11.26, 27, 28. 


* x Cor. 10,16. 


I x Cox.10.2,3+ 


ZY 
4. But however it is moſt certain and evident, that 
they do not drink the blood in the wafer, and therefore 
diſobey our Bleſſed Saviour's command, who ex- 
preſly ſays, Drink ye All of this. 

By the Premiſles, I think it may and (to impar- 
tial Judges) will appear, That the taking away the 
Cup from the Laity, is a kind of Sacriledg in the 
Church of Rome ; as being againſt the Inſtitwtion, 
and expreſs command of our Bleſſed Saviour : Nor 
is this all, for it is as much contrary to the prattice 

1. Of the Apoltles ; and .. 
2. Ofthe Chriſtian Churches after them, 

For the firſt, S. Paw/ hath two ſignal things con- 
cerning this Subject. For writing to the Corrmhians 
about the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, ( and he 
tells them that he had * received of the Lord, what he 
writtothem ) he ſays, 

1. That the Hoſt ( to uſe their word) was only 
Bread, and not the very Body and Fleſb of our Bleſſed 
Saviour. For in two Chapters to the Corinthians he 
calls it Bread | five times after Conſecration ; and we 
may be {ure,he call'd it what he thought it was; and 
what both his own, and all their Senſes manifeſtly 
ſaw, and judg'd it to be. It is true, the Apoſtle in the 
ſame Chapter ſays; That the eating of the Bread is 
the Communion of the * Body of Chriſt. Not Com- 
munio propria & ſubſtantialis, as if they had really 
caten the very ſubſtance of our Saviour's fleſh ; but 
Communio typica & Sacramentalis ; they eat his Body 
in cating the bread which was a Sacramental ſign of 
his Body. So alittle before in the ſame Chapter, he 
ſays, that the Fews ( in Moſes his time ) eat the ſame 
| (piritual meat, and drank the ſame ou drink, 
for they drank of the ſpiritual Rock, which was Chriſt. 

Not 
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Not that they did, or could then, really and proper- 
ly eat ordrink his Fleſh and Blood (for it was above 
1400 years before our Bleſſed Saviour had any fleſh 
or blood ) but they eat his fleſh, and drank his 
blood i ſignis & typis Sacramentalibus, They eat our 
Bleſſed Saviour's Body in the Manna, which was a 
type only, and our Saviour himſelf the ?r2e * Manna, * Fob6.31, 32. 
Sacramentally ſignify'd by it ; ſo he ſays, the Rock 
was Chriſt, that is (the Sign having the Name of 
the thing ſignified, as is mo uſual ) a type of Him. 

2. It is evident by the places | cited ) that the Co- |: Coy. 10.16, 
rinthians ( by the Apoſtles directions ) receiv'd the !72 2! 20 
Cupas well as the Bread, But beſides our Bleſſtd Sa- 21, 28. re 
viour's Inſtitution of the Sacrament in. both kinds, Hrommn is . 
and the Apoſtles direCtions (which are obligatory.and © v7-2t 
commands ) thar it ſhould be ſo receiv'd ; there 1s one 
thing more which aggravates the error and injuſtice 
of the Church of Rome in taking away the Cup from. 
the Laity, which they do 1n contradiction to all other 
Chriſtian Churches, which ( ever ſince the Apoſtles 
time to this day ) have approv'd and practis'd the re- 
ceiving the Sacrament in both kinds, Nay in the 
Church of. Rome itſelf. for above 1 200 years after our 
Saviour, all (both Lay and Clergy) received in 
both kinds. I ſhall not take any pains to prove this, 
becauſe it-is a truth ſoevident, that many Roman Ca- 
tholicks, and they (both for Learning and Dignity ) 
eminent perſons have confels'd it, Cardinal * Box, 
in a book by him lately publiſh'd, has a ſignal paſſage ones — i | 
to our Purpoſe; his own words you have faithfully - Snow -oggt 
ſub utraque ſtecie Sacra myſicria amtiquitus ſunlYſiſe, cum ſolemni eorvm celebrationi a—_ 
& ſown: & de oblaty participtbant : nee boe negave poteſt, qui-vel leviſſima rerum Eccle- 


ſraſticarum notitia imbutus firſcmper enim & ubigue ab Feeleſia priqordite uſque ad 'eculums 12, 
ſus ſpecie Pani © Fini communicarum fideles. Card. Bond rerun Liturgicarum. lib. v.c.18.p. 


491-493. Ed.Parif1672. vid. tb, in Append. p. 555. in Liturgia Romana Antiqua, 


Cited . 


40 
cited in the margin. And for the meaning of the 
words in the Margin--Cum offerebant, & de oblatis 

- Vid Ordinen participebant, if you conſult * Caſſander, he will tell 

xomanum de you 3; nod omnes Laici qu aderant | offerebant, & Di- 

Offi Miſ* cont * & omnis populus de calice communicabant. 


epud Callan- ; . ; 
drum, opcrum p06, || Ibid. pg. 107, * Ibid. Pag.! 12,113-124.132., vid, G. Watlii ad- 


verſaria ad Marth. Pariſienſem, ad Hiſt. peg. 9+ lin. 6. 

For farther confirmation of this truth, that anci- 
ently 1a the Rowan Church, the Laity had the Cup 
for above 1200 years; I ſhall refer you | 

* Apud Pet. 1. To the 27. Canon * of the Lateras Council, 


Crab. Concilio- * under Alexander the third, .in the year 1180. 
—_ _ 2. Can. 28. Concilit | Claromontani celebrati, anne 
| Apud Binium 1095, 
= c_ 3. Petrum 1 a de Primatu Lugdunenſi, pag. 
c9l, 2, 441,442, Oc. 

4 Caſſendrum vid, in Conſultatione, de utraque ſpecie 

Sacramenti, paz. 182, 

: 5. Lindanum via, Panoptie 1ib, 4. pag. 342. 
— 6. Laſtly, Greg. * de Valentia goes farther than 
ub Altera tan- ſome of his followers will, and plainly confeſſes, 
can ſpec, 1 That the cuſtomof Communicating in one kind 
cepit eſſe ge- only || 6:ga» to be general, a little before the 
_—_— _ Council of Conſtance, - his Tra&t de legitimo 
m———_— - Eachariſtie, cap. 8.& 10.) and that Council 
cilii Conſtan- ate, and made that bold Decree, to take away 
_ D—_ the Cup, Az. 1414. And here it is very ob- 
Re ſervable, coy _ it was the _—_ command 
Parifieaſir. + of our Bleſſed Saviour, and of the Apoſtle 
ef  S. Paul from him, that all ſhould receive the 
donis de Soliaco Cup, as wellasthe Bread; and although it was 
om pr the praftice and c»/fome of all other Chriſtian 
ran ons Churches in the World to this day, to receive 
c 


bant. 


it ſo, and (as Greg. de Valentia conteſles ) of the 
Roman 
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Roman Church, till a little before the Council 


of Coxſtance; yet that Council 


RF JF , * Hoc non obſlente, Canonum Au- 
(in * contradittion to all this) evi dt 6s ms 


| grounds the prohibition of the {crude Eceleſur,ſervat & ſervevit, Fe, 
Cup, upon (which is moſt Se. :3. RE : 
falie) a molt ancient and ap- receſs s render! Parripes ratio 
prov'd cuſt ome of the Church, nabiliter intreduls, & diutiſſime 
to receive only in one kind ; ran, Cr LR 
which cuſtome ( they ſay ) has | ae 

the obligation of a Law, and 

ought to be obſerv'd. This Decree of the Coun- 

cil (to ſay no worſe) is highly irrational. For 

can any intelligent perſon think, that a /are 

cuſtom of a particular (the Latin) Church, 

ſhould be ſufficient to warrant Communion in 

one kind, and taking away the Cup from the 

Laity ; when the 7»ſtitution, and expreſs com- 

»axd of our Bleſſed Saviour,and his Apofles, did 

( as *ris evident S, Pas/ did) require the People 

to receive in both kinds; and rhe perpetual pra- 

ficeand cuſtome of the Untverſal Church of Chriſt, 

(even of Rome herſelf) for above 1200 years, 

was to give the Sacrament in both kinds : How- 

ever what was moſt erroneouſly decreed at Con- 

ſtance, is confirm?d at Trent, and the Cup taken 

from the Laity, though both the * Emperour * Sethe Hiſle- 
and the King of France ( by their Biſhops 1n that 7,95 cou 
Council) earneſtly defir'd that it might be re- 5, Faber paul 
ſtored. Seeing then, that (the Premiſles con- #f Venice, fab 
lider'd ) it is, or ( 80 Impartial Judges) may be - wo — 
evident; That the Churchof Rome injuriouſly of the Trauſle- 
forbids the Laity and all Prieſts (fave he who (if you 
Conlecrates) to drink of the Cup in the Sacra- original ) and 
ment, and our Bleſſed Saviour expreſly com- #4: 459- 


mands 


UMI 


42 
* Matt, 26,27, mands the contrary, ſaying,---Driak ye * All 

this, and in obedience 10 his command- they did 

| Mark 14. 33+ Al || drink jt, 1 fuppole we may juſtly fay to. 

the Pope * and his.party, what 


oo Vre fem. The Apoſtles (onthe like occa- 
2s it to the Pope, to conlider ſion ) faid to the high Prieſt, 
= yp gn mays 5 and the Council of the. Jews: 

aityz w as con(tdering . 
2bove - 20. years, and as yet nathing ht is better | to obey God than 
done, to give ſatisfation to the wen, and to ſeparate from the 
Church, | 484.19, Communion of that Church; 


which ( with great wrong and 
Tniquity) denyes us the Communion of theCup,. 
which our Bleſſed Saviour commands us to 
drink in Remembrance of him. 


4. Reaſon 4, Another Reaſon, to juſtife our Separation from: 
a Matrimo- pe: that it was got Sinful nor Schifina tical, may 


_ be taken from: their denying Matrimony to the 


Clergy ; inſt the light of Nature, of Scripture, 
and t to ment, and Practice of the Church of 
God, ( Jewith-and-Chriftian.) in- all Ages. Con- 


cermng this, I ſhall oaly: ſer dowa fome few parti- 
culars, in ſhort ;. and leavethem to your prudence, 
to uſe theſe, or add ſuch other particulars, as ( cir- 
cumſtances confider'd) may ſeem to you. more. con- 
venient. And hereI cooks 
1, That herein Exg/and,not only in the Saxon,but alſo 
in _ Norman _—_— —_ Cle cp 
+ Math. Par; Tied; concerning which, we have a {ignal paſſage 
ad An. 109%. in Math. * Parife (outof Rog. Wendover) as allo 
p.9. in edit, in our | other Hiſtorians. Marth. Pari/. tells us, 
7.) Generali Sacerdotes a diving officio removit, 
Oe pad; eat art Novo NG viſum elt, DE 
nh AAGFS uroe rn 
jus | + Fho, 
kypodig. Neuftria 6d An, 1074. Þ. 439+ EC I, That 
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1. That Pope Gregory the 7th. in a General Coun- 
cil, prohibited all married Prieſts to celebrate 
any Divine Offices, and forbid the Laity to 
hear any of their Maſſes, which was in the 
year 1074. | 

2. That this was a New thing, and an Innovation 
brought into the Church by that Pope, 

3. That many believed it to be a reſb and inconſide- 
rate att of that Pope againſt the Judgment of the 
Holy Fathers. 

4. And then he tells of the horrid effes and ill con- 
ſequences which follow upon it. However (to 
ſay nothing of the Ethiopick orGreek Churches, 
who never did receive the DoQtrine of the Roman 
Church concerning the Celibacy of their 
Prieſts) by the Premiſles, it is certain, that 
even in the Romany Church, for above 1000 
years after Chriſt, Prieſts were ſome of them 
marry'd, and afterwards when they were pro- 
hibited to marry, it was judged to be (as the 
—__ om us ) þ- . An pres . 2 Raſb 
and Inconfiderate at, }. inſt the ment 
of the Holy Fathers. 4. Tndchar it had mſchie- 
vous conſequences ; (carce any Herefie having made 
a greater Schiſm in the Church, than this Prohi- 
bition of Prieſts murriages. 


. But however the. Popes prohibition of Prieſts 


marriages wascenfur'd then ; it prevail'd after- 75 Cone: 
wards in the Romen Church, en: 2 (to ELY 
omit others) by the Council of Trent. For thatk#77-<t Am. 
Council (tho' the * French were earneſt for the | cou. Trides: 
marriage of the Clergy ) condemns alt thoſe, who apt 34. 4 <«- 
= that the Prieſts } marriages are lawful, of va. Frm Me, 
lidifthey do marry. This (they know ) _———_——— 
2 ; teſtants 


* Ir qui non bs 
bet uxorem, © 
pro uxore Come 
cubinum babet, 
& communione 

non repcllatur ; 
fiuns concubi- 
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teftants ſay, and (as they have good: reaſon) be- 
lieve, and ſo they lye under the Councils Anathe. 
ma. But tho? they are ſo, herce againſt their Prieſts 
Marriages ; yet their Canon-Law will allow him 
who has no wife, to keep a * Concubine, and it ſhall 
be no hindrance to him, but he may receive the 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, in contradiction 
to the Apoſtle, -1 Cor. 5.11. But of late, they will 


490 way not allow (at leaſt they will not publickly own it) 
4. Diſ. 34. the keeping of Concubines, yet-they do ſay, that 


| Sacerdos fi 


fornicetur, aut- 


|| if a Prieſt keep a Concubine, and commit fornication, 


domi concubi- {tho' it be ain, yet ) it isa leſs ſin, than to have a 
aver wm wife of his own; that.is ( in plain and true En- 
__— le 5. gliſh)itisagreater ſin with. them, to-diſobey the 
ſtriagat, grevi- Pope and his party, who diſapprove and prohibit 
at, ff comrs, Prieſts Marriages ; than to diſobey our Bleſſed Sa- 
bet matrimo- — Viour and his Apoſtles, who approve, and in ſome 
nium,Coſt, in caſes ( as to ayoid; * burning, and preſerve Chaſti- 
Ench.c.15.pro- q! d . ſhall h f . 
poſ.9.Þ.459. ty) exprelly command it, as erealter evi 
* 1 Corg7.2,9+ ently appear. | 


3. And here it will be worth: our. time and pains di- 


ligently toconſider, what the- reaſon and caule is, 
why the Pope and his party ſo ſeverely forbid the 
Marriages of: their. Clergy. For 

I. It cannot be for Religion, and Reformation of 


their Clergy, tomake them and their lives more con- 

formable to the Goſpel, and the Laws of the primitive 
Pe bay 404 purer Chriſtianity. For "tis evident, that.the Go- 
| ren- Jpel-approves the Marriages of the: Clergy, and leve- 
 poribms, wives; ral of the |- Apoſtles themſelves were marryed, and 
Rftot, & poſt (O, Were the Biſhops and Prieſtsin the Primitive.and 
Apoſtoles ali= - pyreſt times of Chrittianity ; as is both- 1n itſelf;evi- 
eager ro dent, and;* confeſg'd-by - our Adverſaries, even by 
Sjenntratebg tae: en ont, 

$19 131S) d- 1 the 
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the Jeſuites, the moſt zealous Advocates for the Er- 
rors of the Romen Church. So that the diſapproving 
and prohibition of Prieſts Marriages, is ſo far from 
being a matter of True Religion, and Reformation of 
them and their lives, according to the Goſpel, and 
pureſt times of Chriſtianity ; that. tis direQly con- 
trary tO it. 

2. Nyrcan the Prohibition of Prieſts Marriages be 
for this eftd and reaſon, to make their Clergy better 
men and more pious Chriſtians. For ( upon our Ad- 
verſaries own principles ) it deprives them of the good 
means, which God himſelf has inſtituted, for their 
Juſtification and Salvation. For, Firſt, The Trex 
Fathers tell us ; That all * zr#e juſtice is either begun, *Per Sacremes- 
or increas'd,or repair'd by the Sacraments. Secondly, 0mm vera 
They ſay, that Matrimony 1s a Sacrament inſtituted 4 4 vel cept 
by our Bleſſed Saviour, and | confers. grace. And 4ug*tur, vels- 
therefore the forbidding the Clergy'to marry, de- W742: 
prives them of that means, which'(by their own $ef 7. de $4 
confeſſion) our Bleſſed Saviour inſtituted ro confer \,mems = 
Grace; and therefore the Celibate and ſingle Life of can. s. 7. 
the Prieſts cannot be a means to make them better \S qui dixeri 
men, or more pious Chriſtians; ſeeing it deprives ——— 
them of the means which our Bleſſed Saviour inſtitu- Szcramentum 2 
ted to make them ſuch. If it be ſaid, that Matrimony On 
was not a Sacrament inſtituted for Prielts, as the Sa- tiam conferre, 
crament of Orders was not for the Laity, » To this I Evens ft 
ſay, Firſt, It Matrimony was (as-they ſay). a Sa- Sf 2.4.de Ma- 
crament inſtituted: by our Bleſſed Saviour to confer tim. . Can. 2. 
Grace, - then whoever was legally married, according 
to:themind of Chriſt, and- the Law of the Goſj x 
received Grace by'it -Secondly,Several of the-Apoſtles 
and (Primitive Biſhops. and Prieſts were {o' legally * 
marrieg, and ſo.had the. Sacrament of — 

which.. 


( 


which ( in the judgment of the Church of Rome) did 


ee effe&t of that Sacrament. W hence we may evidently 


thoſe excellent and Divinely _— Perſons, ſhould 
of that Sacrament. 


So that although the Pope and his party might pre- 
tend the pious ends above mention, for their pro- 


the Councit of marry ; as evidently appears, by the reaſon given in 
_— the Trent Council, by the 'oreateſt Advocates for 


"See theſaid Rome, why the marriage of the Prieſts was deny'd 
0:22 (tho'the | Emperor and the French deſir'd it) for 
pag. 66, Father Paul of Venice, thus expreſſes it, * It is plain 


(lay 


= ww; ns 


(ay the great Advocates for Rome, and the Popes 
Authority ) that marryed Prieſts will turn their affect i- 
ons to therr Wives and Children, and by conſequence, to 
their houſe and Countrey, ſo that the ſtritt dependence 
which the Clergy hath- upon the Apoſtolick See, would 
ceaſe; and togrant marriage to Prieſts, wonld deſtroy the 
Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchy, and make the Pope to be Biſhop 
of Rome only. So that their prohibition of marriages 
was to make the Clergy faithful * ſubjeQts to the * The popiſh 
Pope, and to depend upon him, and not on their — 4s: 
King and Country where they were born and lived. Allegiance to 
And hence came the Papal exemptions of the Clergy th< Pope. 7e 
from the Juriſdition of all temporal Princes ; fo far, rc on 
that they deny the Clergy to be Subjetts to Kings, 57-<dir. Rome 
and therefore cannot be guilry of any Treaſon againſt - [nts wk 
them. They condemn this Propoſition as erroneous niſh and Por. 
(if not Heretical ) | Secerdotes Principibus Jure- Di- 78! Indices 
©n0 ſubditi, But this Rebellious .doQtrine is ſo gene- dis commnd 
rally and publickly aſperſed by their Canoniſts, Ca- this Propeſiti- 
ſuiſts, and other approved Writers of the Church of —_ 
Rome, that I: neither need, nor ſhall fay any more Index of Chry- 
to prove it. ſoſtans, 
By the Premiſes it may appear, that the DoQrine 
of the Church of Rome in dilapproving Prieſts mar- 
riages (eſpecially, for ſuch unjuſt and unworthy 
= is erroneous, and their praCtice the occafion 
* of great ſcandal, Which will farther appear, be- | Thcirom 
_— . r Authors - 
cauſe our infinitely good and gracious God has ever jadly complain - 
lives of their unmarried Clergy ; Fniſ. Oricbovins in oratione de celibawuc pig. = hog 1h 
hath theſe words- -- Scorta Rome quotannis tributa conferum ; exrum cenſum cum anno 4bbinc 
ſexto ageret Prefeitus Liftorum urbis, conſ4 ſunt meretricum capite 55000. and Honorins Au- 
gu/todunenſis, Dialogo de predeſtinas. & Lbero arbitrio, ait, YVerte te ad (lerum, videbis in cis 
bcſtie textorium, Secerdotium fer Immunditiam polluunt. Contcmplare Monachorum conciliabu- 
lz, immunditie [or dibus computreſcum, A'pice babitaculs monialium: be 2 tencrs atate im- 
pudicitiam diſcant,Gc. But you may ſee this, and muck-more in Dr. (ianbery's Logick, de 
Sylogiſmo probabili, cap. 12. Sei, 18 p. 414, 415.-edit. London, Anno 1641, 
approved, 


* 1 Tims. 3. 2+ 
4.12, 

Titus 1. 56. 
12 Cor. 9. 5+ 


*1 Cor.7-2,99 


1 : Cor, 7.9. 


approved, and his Church in all Ages practiſed the 
contrary. And here conſider, 
1. That Marriage was inſtituted by God himſelf be- 


fore the Fall, while Adam was in Innocence ; ſo 
that the Inſticution of Marriage is divine, where- 
as the Prohibition of it, is only humane (as is 
confeſs'd ) and for unjuſt and unworthy ends. 


2, In the Patriarchal Ages before Moſes and the Law, 


there were Prieſts as well as Lay-people; and the 
Primogenitus, or Firſt-born ( as is known and con- 
fels'd) had Imperium and Sacerdotium, was both 
Prince and Prieſt. So that the Prieſts ( in that 
interval of time ) were certainly married. 


. Under the Moſaical Law, it is as certain ( and 


confeſs'd ) that the Prieſts and Levites were mar- 
ryed, and the Succeſſion of them continued per 
Generationem Naturalem, For had their Marriages 
"v0 Mi one Tribe had neceſſarily pe- 
riſhed. 


. In the time of the Goſpel the Marriage of the 


Clergy was * approved by God, and ( as is, and 
muſt be confeſs'd ) was praQtiſed by the || Apoſtles, 
and Apoſtolical Clergy. Nor are ſuch Marriages 
only approved, but to avoid Fornication, exprelly 
* commanded in the Goſpel. Continence 1s Dez 
donum, a gift which he has not | given toall, (as 
is evident andconfeſsd ) and then Marriage is the 
| Meansappointed by God to preſerve Chaſtity, 
and where that is forbidden (as in the Church of 
Rome it 1s) abominable pollutions will be the fatal 
conſequence ; ſeeing nothing can be more irratio- 
nal, than to think, that of ſo many hundred thou- 
ſands to whom Marriage is forbid in the Church 
of Rome ( men and women in the ſtrength and 
flouriſh 


flouriſh of their Age) all ſhould have ability to 

live Chaſtly, neglefting the means which God 

himſelf has appointed to preſerve it. 

To conclude this point, This Prohibition of the 
Clergy to Marry (had we no other reaſon ) were 
ſufficient to juſtifie our Separation from the Romer 
Communion ; eſpecially, ſeeing ſuch Prohibition of 
Marriage is declared to be a mark and indelible - 
* character of Antichriſt, from whoſe Communion ** Tin-4-13: 
we are | commanded to ſeparate. L Rev. 18, 42 


